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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: page 9 
line 1 of "the deck 12, i.e., to a". For the purposes of this examination, the 
examiner presumes that "the deck 12" as currently stated, should read, "base 
12." 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter, which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 14 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 14 does not further limit claim 13 from which it depends. Claim 14 
appears to be more properly dependent from claim 12. 

5. Regarding claim 1 9, the phrase "may be" renders the claim indefinite 
because it is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the 
claimed invention. See MPEP § 2173.05(d). 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
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6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in 
public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

7. Claims 1 , 2, 3, 8, & 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Tagg (US 5,560,050). 

8. In Re claim 1 with reference to Figure 15, Column 6 Lines 17-33, Tagg 
discloses: 

• In a skid base (1 1 ) for a resin building, the skid base having a deck (65) 
with top and bottom sides, and front, rear, right, left and sides between the 
top and bottom sides, 

• the skid base (1 1 ) being adapted to mount walls of a building structure 
(24) that extend above and enclose the top side of the deck (65), 

• and the skid base (1 1 ) having at least two runners (68) that are generally 
parallel and spaced apart and extend beneath the deck (65), 

• each runner (68) having a bottom side to support the deck above a 
support surface, 

• the improvement wherein the runners (68) and the deck (65) are molded 
in one piece so as to be integral with one. another, and wherein the 
runners (68) and deck (65) have openings in their bottom sides that open 
downwardly (69, 69a). 
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9. In Re claim 2 with reference to Figure 15, Column 6 Lines 17-33, Tagg 
discloses side walls that enclose the sides of the runners and extend from a top 
of each runner to the bottom side of the runner. 

10. In Re claim 3 with reference to Figure 15, Column 6 Lines 26-33, Tagg 
discloses a wear plate (70) that is fastened to the skid base. See Figure 15 
above. 

11. In Re claim 8 with reference to Figure 5, Tagg discloses at least part of the 
top side of the deck that defines a floor that is a grate formed of ribs (67) that are 
integrally molded with the runners. 


Tagg 


Detailed view of Figure 5 



€8 


grate formed of ribs 


12. In Re claim 19 with reference to Figure 5 (see above), as discussed above 
Tagg discloses the limitations of claims 1 and 8 from which claim 19 depends. 
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Additionally, Tagg discloses a solid sheet (74) that may be placed over the 
topside of the grid (67) of the floor. 

13. In Re claim 12, with reference to Figure 15, Tagg discloses indicators (76) 
that are molded into the skid base along sides of the base to indicate where 
threaded fasteners may be inserted into the sides of the base to fasten wall 
panels to the base. 


Base ff 


Tagg 


integral 



adapted to mount wail 

t 

YQ y> Indicators 
side walls 

runners 


opens 


downwardly 690 jq 


Wear plate 


Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 


Application/Control Number: 10/781 ,129 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3609 

said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

15. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tagg (US 5,560,050) in view of Samsom et al. (US 5,251 ,342). Tagg has been 
discussed above and teaches all limitations of claims 1 , 2, and 3 from which 
claim 4 depends. Tagg does not disclose a notch that can be used to catch on 
the edge of a truck to keep the base from slipping while loading and unloading 
the truck. Sansom does, however, teach a notch (110). Figure 8, Column 5 
Lines 55-63 of Sansom et al. teaches the use of a notch to mount an axel to 
facilitate movement of the base. 

Sansom et al. 
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Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
the invention was made to have modified the base of Tagg with a notch in the 
base as taught by Sansom et al. in order to facilitate movement of the base. 
16. In Re claim 5 and 6 with reference to Figure 15, Column 6 Lines 22-33, 
Tagg, as previously discussed teaches the limitations of claims 1 and 3 from 
which claim 5 and 6 depend and furthermore teaches the limitations of claims 5 
and 6. 

opening 66 and forward supports or stmts 67. Integral skids 
or skid portions (8 are formed on the sides and lower surface 
of the base or pallet, These skids may have their lower 

25 surfaces provided with a series of beads or ribs 69 and 69a 
(see FIG. 15). Between the beads 69a, a plastic skid strip 
insert 70 may be positioned and fastened hi place with 
suitable screws (not shown) so that the cabana unit may be 
slid upon the ground or upon a support surface. Thus, wear 

30 on the bottoms of the pallets of such cabanas is taken by the 
inserts and, in the event of undue wear or damage, the worn 
inserts 70 may be removed and replaced with new inserts. 

The limitations of claim 5 and 6 are obvious in view of the specification of Tagg 
(see above figure). Tagg teaches mounting a wear plate beneath a runner by 
attaching the wear plate using a fastener. Based on Figure 1 5 of Tagg, the 
manner in which the fasteners were mounted would be up from the bottom, 
through the wear plate and then into the runner. It is common knowledge in the 
art that in order for the fasteners to be removable, they must be mounted in a 
recessed fashion so as to not be damaged by sliding the base/runner along a 
surface. It is also common knowledge in the art that a suitable recess can be 
accomplished by either recessing each fastener individually or by making a 
channel for all the fasteners to be placed in. In Re to claim 5, it would have been 
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obvious to modify the wear plate of Tagg to include a downwardly opening 
channel that runs substantially the length of the wear plate in order to fasten the 
wear plate to the base. Furthermore, regarding claim 6, it also would have been 
obvious based on Tagg to include fasteners for fastening the wear plate to the 
runner that have heads which are in the channel. 

17. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tagg (US 5,560,050) in view of Sargent et al. (US 4,305,164) and Cusimano (US 
5,873,679). Tagg has been discussed above and discloses all limitations of 
claim 1 from which claim 7 depends. Tagg lacks a stake down slot of an 
elongated shape, each slot being diagonal so that a stake may be driven through 
the slot at an angle toward the center of the skid base beneath the skid base at 
each comer of the base. Figure 1 of Sargent et al. teaches the use of a stake on 
a runner to firmly secure the portable toilet to the earth. Figure 3 and Column 6 
Lines 15-26, of Cusimano teach the use of an elongated guide for driving the 
stake (54) at a diagonal toward the center of the base. Thus, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill art to modify the base in Tagg to include the stake 
of Sargent et al. or a stake as taught by Sargent et al. with the diagonal 
elongated guide of Cusimano. 

18. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tagg (US 5,560,050) in view of Huis et al. (US 3,581 ,709). Tagg as discussed 
above discloses a grate floor, but lacks a crown. Figure 2, Column 2 Lines 13-23 
of Huis teach a crowned grate floor (20) to direct material away from the center. 
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Hius 



Thus, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the grate floor of Tagg to include a crown in the 
center of the floor to direct material away from the center of the floor as taught by 
Huis et al. 

19. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tagg (US 5,560,050) in view of Huis et at. (US 3,581 ,709) and Finn (US 
5,758,462). Tagg in view of Huis has disclosed the claimed invention except; 
openings in the grate are tapered such that they are larger at the bottom than at 
the top. Figure 3 and Column 2 Lines 22-26; of Finn teach the use of openings in 
the grate that are tapered such that they are larger at the bottom than at the top 
to allow the grate to be self cleaning. 


Finn 
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Page 


in overall length. &A inches wide and % inch thick. Each 
grate is provided with Interlocking tab portions 18, The 
design of the air slots insure feat compost entering the slot 
does not plug the opening but falls through the grate 
25 openings into the trench below providing a self cleaning 
unit. The unit, in the application described, has a load 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the base 
with grates of Tagg and Huis with the tapered grate taught by Finn to allow for an 
efficient grate that is self cleaning. 

20. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tagg (US 5,560,050) in view of Pettit (US 6,619,002). Tagg has disclosed the 
claimed invention with the exception of ribs of the grate being a greater height at 
the perimeter of the floor. Figure 9 and Column 3 Lines 36-50, of Pettit teach the 
use of a deck (1 1 ) that uses integrally molded ribs (35) that are of a greater 
height at the perimeter of the floor than at the center. This configuration 
enhances the overall rigidity of the structure. 


FIG. 9 


Pettit 


4h 4 J*' 31,11 



Based on the teachings in the references, it would have been obvious to one 
skilled in the art to modify the ribs of Tagg with the ribs of Pettit with the intention 
of obtaining a more rigid structure. 
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21 . Re claim 1 3 Tagg as modified by Pettit discloses a skid base as discussed 
above, however, Tagg does not show thicker material at the location of 
indicators. It would have been an obvious matter of design choice to modify the 
Tagg reference by having the base thicker at the location of the indicator (76), 
since applicant has not disclosed that having the side walls of a thicker material 
solves any stated problem or delivers unexpected results and it appears that the 
side walls would perform equally well with an appropriate thickness. 

22. Claim 14, which depends from claim 13, is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Tag. Tagg as discussed above (see Figure 
15 from above) has disclosed the claimed invention but does not expressly show 
bosses molded into the runners. Although the bosses are not expressly shown, 
Tagg does teach mounting the wear plate (70) to the bottom of the runner (68) by 
way of fasteners. The result of mounting the wear plate (70) as described in 
paragraph 16 from above, would create bosses between the location of the holes 
where the fasteners enter and attach to the runners (68). Thus, Tagg teaches 
having at location of the indicators (76), bosses that are molded into the runners 
(68). Favorable consideration would be given if applicant where to amend the 
claim, and replace the term "at" with "adjacent." 

23. Claim 15 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tagg (US 5,560,050) in view of Sansom et al. (US 5,251 ,342). Tagg has been 
discussed above and discloses all limitations of claim 1 from which 15 depends. 
Tagg does not disclose an opening, which has edges that are slanted 
downwardly and inwardly to conform to the bottom of the tank. Figure 1 and 
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Column 5 Lines 7-21, of Sansom et al. teach the opening for the tank having 
edges that are slanted downwardly and inwardly to conform to the bottom of the 
tank. It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the opening 
in the base of Tagg to include an opening where the edges of the opening 
slanted inwardly to conform to the bottom of the tank as taught by Sansom et al. 
24. Claim 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tagg (US 5,560,050) in view of Sansom et al. (US 5,251,342). Tagg has been 
discussed above and discloses all limitations of claim 1. Additionally, Tagg in 
view of Sansom et al. include the limitations of claim 15, from which 16 depends 
Tagg does not disclose inside corners of the opening in the base for the waste 
tank that are defined by triangular shaped reinforcements. Figure 7 of Sansom 
et al., however, teaches triangular shaped reinforcements for added rigidity 
located in the corners of the opening for the waste tank. 


Sansom et al.. 


triangular shzptd 
r*inf ore tint nts . 
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As such, it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the opening in the base of Tagg to include triangular shaped 
reinforcements for added rigidity, located in the corners of the opening for the 
waste tank. 

25. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Tagg (US 5,560,050) in view of Conwell (US 5,974,597). Tagg has been 
discussed above and discloses all limitations of claim 1 which claim 17 depends. 
Tagg does not disclose openings in the bottom of the skid base. Figure 5 and 
Column 4 Lines 4-6, of Conwell discloses the use of openings (23) at the bottom 
of the portable structure's base in which to affix weights. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art to modify the bottom skid base of 
Tagg to include the openings as taught by Conwell to allow weights to be affixed. 

26. Re claim 18, the combination of references Tagg and Conwell lack the 
disclosure of covers. The examiner, however, notes that the covers as claimed 
to do not require the weight to be inserted between the openings and the covers 
or otherwise used in connection with other. Favorable consideration would be 
given if applicant were to amend the claim to add a more substantial structural 
relationship between the cover, openings and weights. Examiner takes official 
notice that covers over openings are commonly know in the art and therefore it 
would have been obvious to add to one skilled in the art to add a cover to the 
openings to perform a multitude of functions such as preventing debris from 
entering the openings. 
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Conclusion 


Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Anthony N. Bartosik whose telephone number 
is 2723600. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30-5:00; Alter Fri 
Off E.D.T. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Victor Batson can be reached on 571-272-6987. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1 000. 



Victor Batson 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group 3600 
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